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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-4, 9, 13-18 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Gossard (3,624,939). Regarding claim 1, Gossard discloses a football shaped container (Figures 
4-6) comprising two body parts (21, 22) that are openable to expose a display surface (26). The 
display surface is inherently writable and erasable. 

Regarding claims 2 and 3, the container presents a compartment when opened. 

Regarding claim 4, Gossard includes a hinge (23) coupling the parts together. 

Regarding claim 9, the display surface of Gossard is exposed when the container is 
opened. The photograph provided therein is inherently capable of providing useful informational 
reference indicia. 

Regarding claim 13, the container of Gossard is inherently capable of being used as a 
football. 

Regarding claim 14, note the rejection of claim 1 above. 
Regarding claim 15, note the rejection of claim 9. 

Regarding claim 16, Gossard provides a cutout (28) that defines a compartment for 
receiving the display surface. 

Regarding claim 17, the body part (21) is closable to cover the compartment in the other 
body part (22). 
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Regarding claim 18, note the rejections of claims 1 and 17. 
Regarding claim 23, note the rejection of claim 4. 

Claim Rejections - 35 VSC§103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 10-12, 19-22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gossard (3,624,939). Regarding claims 10 and 22, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to form the container of Gossard from polyurethane in order to take 
advantage of that material's well known physical characteristics. 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 24, Gossard teaches a spring biased hinge. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have the spring be biased to the closed position in 
order to have the device close easier. 

Regarding claim 12, the examiner takes Official Notice that latches are well known in the 
art of containers and to provide the container of Gossard with a latch would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art in order to securely close the container. 

Regarding claims 19-21, Gossard shows an alternative embodiment (Figures 7-9) where a 
hockey puck comprises multiple photographs that are inherently capable of being written on. 
The photographs are seen as plates that also provide indicia display surfaces that are mounted on 
the underside of the openable body section. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to form the football shaped container of Figures 4-6 of Gossard with the photographs 
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mounted on the underside of the openable body section as shown by Figures 8 and 9 in order to 
allow the photographs to be viewed by the user when the body sections are closed and the user is 
above the container. 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gossard 
(3,624,939) as applied to claims 1 et al. above, and further in view of Stevens (5,615,883). 
Stevens discloses a puzzle comprising first and second frame pieces (10, 12) that are connected 
by a hinge (14). The hinge possesses a first plate, a second plate and a hinge base (the rod 
connecting the plates. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
the container of Gossard with the hinge as taught by Stevens in order to pivotably connect the 
body parts together. 

6. Claims 1, 4, 9 and 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fairleigh (3,685,170) in view of Ivanek (2,163,978). Regarding claims 1, 4, 9 and 13-15, 
Fairleigh discloses a body comprising two body parts (1 1, 12) that are openable relative to one 
another via a hinge (15) and a display surface (26) that is exposed when the body is opened. The 
pad (26) writable and erasable. The indicia display surface is intended to provide useful 
informational reference indicia. 

Ivanek discloses a hinged body that is useful for demonstrating lineups in football 
wherein the body is shaped as a football. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to form the body of Fairleigh in a football shape in order to make the device more 
recognizable. The body of Fairleigh when modified by Ivanek is obviously capable of being 
used as a football (i.e. in a game of paper football). 
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Regarding claim 12, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the device of Fairleigh with a latch in order to securely close the device when not in use. 

7. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fairleigh 
(3,685,170) in view of Ivanek (2,163,978) and Tout (3,181,865). Tout discloses device for use in 
football education comprising an opaque base layer and a liftable transparent layer. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to replace the pad of Fairleigh with the 
writable surface of Tout in order to provide a rewritable surface that does not use paper. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 6 and 7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Wong whose telephone number is 703-308-3 135. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7am-3 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Greg Vidovich can be reached on 703-308-1513. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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